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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC §112 

1 The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 2-5,7-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

applicant regards as the invention. The claims are unclear because they appear to be 

claiming properties of the sheet rather than the structures. In addition, the claims seem 

to claim the properties twice. For example, claim 2 states " comprising a size", which 

this size is already claimed in claim 1 so is this "a size" from another sheet or the same 

sheet that display the covering abdomen and head properties? It would be better to 

rewrite claim 2 to state, but not limiting to, "2. The floor mat according to claim 1, 

wherein the size of said sheet adapted to cover at least the abdomen and the head of 

said small animals". For claim 3, it appears that there is no further structure of the sheet 

is being claimed. Again, it is suggested, but not limiting to, that Applicant rewrite claim 3 

to state, for example, "3. The floor mat according to claim 1 wherein the sheet has water 

absorption property and deodorization property". For claim 4, same reasoning as that of 

claims 2-3, the claim needs to be rewritten for a more clear understanding of the 

property of the sheet. For claim 5, it is uncertain if a new sheet is being claimed in 

addition to the already claimed sheet in claim 1 because the claim language states "an 

improved cellulose... in a shape of sheet" which does not appears to tie in to any 

element already claimed. In addition, the phrase "an improved cellulose fabric wherein 
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carboxyl group-introduced cellulose" is unclear. For claims 7-12, same reasoning as 
the above claims, in which the claims need to be rewritten for a more clear 
understanding of the property of the sheet. For claim 7, the claim appears to be a 
product-by-process claim, which is not limited to the manipulations of the recited 
step(s), only the structure implied by the steps; "even though product-by-process claims 
are limited by and defined by the process, determination of patentability is based on the 
product itself. The patentability of a product does not depend on its method of 
production or use. If the product in the product-by-process claim is the same as or 
obvious from a product of the prior art, the claim is unpatentable even though the prior 
product was made by a different process." In re Thorpe, 777 F.2d 695, 227 USPQ 964. 
See MPEP § 21 1 3. How the mat is laid upon the floor of the box by folding the sheet is 
a process and not a structure of the product. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-4,6-7,9-10,12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Walker (5819688). 

For claims 1-2,6, Walker teaches a small animal rearing cage 20,22 for housing 
and rearing small animals, said small animal rearing cage comprising: a rearing box 
having a floor 22 and a wall 20 provided at a circumference of said floor; a floor mat M 
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laid in a small animals rearing cage for housing and rearing small animals, said floor 
mat is a sheet comprising a temperature holding property to a degree that can keep the 
body temperature of said small animals (the material used in Walker is the same 
material used in applicant, thus, the Walker material has temperature holding property; 
also, the mat of Walker can be an insulation to the animal laid thereon), a flexibility to a 
degree that can wrap the body of said small animals (col. 5, line 36, "pliable" and col. 6, 
lines 5-10, the mat can be folded, which is flexible to a degree to allow wrapping of the 
animal), and a size that covers at least the entire abdomen of said small animals (the 
mat covers the whole container 20, therefore, a small animal laying thereon will be 
covered by the mat from head to toes). 

For claims 3,9, Walker further teaches the sheet having water absorption 
property and deodorization property (col. 4, lines 45-55, col. 5, line 36). 

For claims 4,10,12, Walker further teaches the sheet having tearing resistance 
(col. 5, lines 36, "strength"). 

For claim 7, Walker teaches that the mat is pliable and can be folded if one 
wishes to do so in the cage to double up. Note the 1 12 rejection above for product by 
process. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 5,8,11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walker (as above). 

For claim 5, Walker teaches cellulose material formed into a shape of the sheet 
but is silent about an improved cellulose fabric wherein carboxyl group-introduced 
cellulose. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to manufacture the cellulose material of Walker out of an 
improved cellulose fabric wherein carboxyl group-introduced cellulose, since it has been 
held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the 
basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of obvious choice. See Sinclair & 
Carroll Co. v. Interchemical Corp., 325 U.S. 327, 65 USPQ 297 (1945) and In re Leshin, 
125USPQ416. 

For claims 8,1 1 , Walker states in col. 4, lines 30-34, that the mat can be any 
shape and size. However, Walker does not specifically state that the floor mat is a 
sheet larger in size than the floor area of said rearing box. It would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have the mat 
of Walker with a dimension that is larger in size than the floor area of the rearing box, 
since it has been held that where routine testing and general experimental conditions 
are present, discovering the optimum or workable ranges/sizes until the desired effect is 
achieved involves only routine skill in the art. In re Aller, 105 USPQ 233. 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Son T. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6889. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thu from 10:00am to 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter M. Poon can be reached on 571-272-6891 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Son T Nguyen 
Primary Examiner 
AU 3643 



